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I think it is a priority for the Amer-

ican people. That is why we are here
tonight is to point out that there are
thousands of American citizens who
think this lawsuit ought to be pursued
and that, in the end, this is not about
lawsuits, it is not about money, it is
not about even keeping score, it is
about our children in particular and
about the costs that tobacco use im-
poses on our society.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I thank
my colleague very much for those com-
ments. And let me follow on one of the
thoughts that came out of what the
gentleman just said and this New York
Times editorial I just talked about.

There was a paragraph in there that
I thought was particularly interesting
that should be illuminated on a little
bit. People may wonder why the Times
said this. They said in the editorial,
‘‘the interests of industrial campaign
backers before its duty to protect the
public health.’’ They were accusing the
Bush administration of showing a trou-
bling propensity to put the interests of
industrial campaign backers before the
duty of public health.

So what are they talking about
there? And I have been following this
very closely, because we all know when
we run in campaigns and we are active
and we are out there and doing fund-
raising the, fund-raising can tell us a
lot about actions and agenda and those
kinds of things. We have just finished
here tonight a discussion of campaign
finance reform, and so if we look at the
Center for Responsive Politics and
what they have researched on money in
the last election, 83 percent, 83 percent
of the tobacco contributions went to
the Republican Party.

So when they talk about following
contributors, I think that is what they
are talking about there. If we look at
individual contributions, $90,000 went
specifically to the Bush campaign, only
$8,000 to the Gore campaign. So we are
talking about another large amount in
terms of differences. A large disparity.

So the bottom line here is that Presi-
dent Bush has got to get a new nego-
tiator. I wrote what I considered a very
congenial letter. The gentleman men-
tioned it in his comments, a congenial
letter to the President saying this is a
problem, this is a conflict, this has an
appearance, a serious appearance prob-
lem. This gentleman has come to the
job with a bias and you have to get a
new negotiator to protect the public
interest.

Now, I do not have anybody in mind,
and I would not be presumptuous to
tell the President who to pick as his
negotiator. He clearly needs someone
he can trust, and he ought to replace
the current Attorney General and just
have him step aside on this. But the
other way, it seems to me, with this
whole cloud that is out there over this
settlement, to take care of this, is to
involve the State attorneys general.

There is nobody in the Nation with
more credibility on this issue than the
State attorneys general. They sued the

tobacco companies. They were the first
ones to bring them to the table. They
were the very first ones to get a settle-
ment out of the tobacco companies. No
other lawyers had ever done this be-
fore. The tobacco companies always
used to wave their fingers at us and
say, we fight to the end. If you file
against us, we are going to fight it to
the end and we have never paid a
penny. Well, they paid $240 billion. So
that is a pretty penny there, I will tell
you.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Again ask-
ing my colleague to yield, I would note
that the President certainly is a pro-
ponent of Federalism. He certainly has
taken the position in many cases that
the States ought to have an important
role in a lot of the decisions that are
made in our country, and this sugges-
tion that my colleague has brought up
in his letter, I think, fits his philo-
sophical approach, and bringing in the
experts to work on behalf of all of the
Americans and the attorney generals
as my colleague suggests, Democrat,
Republican, covering the whole polit-
ical ideological spectrum, I think the
gentleman mentioned 45 of them joined
this case.

I would just urge the President to
again look at the gentleman’s letter. I
am hopeful that we will have a re-
sponse from him sooner rather than
later.
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If I might, since we were talking

about the costs, I might touch on that
one more time. It is easy to say these
are other people’s problems. It is easy
to say we are all adults, and if one de-
cides to smoke, they should bear some
of the responsibility. There is some
truth in both of those statements, but
we are talking about doing all we can
to make sure that children are not tar-
geted. Children who begin smoking are
much more likely to remain smokers
throughout their lives.

Even if we feel there is some respon-
sibility that adults have, and we do
have those responsibilities, the costs
that are incurred we all have to bear.
We can acknowledge those costs or
turn a blind eye to those costs.

The tobacco industry spent over $8
billion in 1999 on advertising and pro-
motional campaigns. That is $22 mil-
lion a day spent on these campaigns.

Now there is $89 billion in total an-
nual private and public health care ex-
penditures caused by tobacco use; $17
billion annual Federal and State Med-
icaid payments directly caused by to-
bacco use; $20.5 billion Federal Govern-
ment Medicare expenditures each year
that are attributed to tobacco use; and
$8 billion other Federal Government
tobacco-caused health care costs in
particular through our Veterans Ad-
ministration health care.

There is $2.1 billion in addition an-
nual expenditures through Social Secu-
rity survivors insurance, the SSI pro-
gram, for kids who have lost one or
both parents through smoking-caused
death.

Mr. Speaker, one that really catches
my attention, $1.4 billion to $4 billion
in additional annual expenditures for
health and developmental problems of
infants caused by mothers who smoke
and for those infants who were exposed
to secondhand smoke after they were
born and, of course, during pregnancy.

These are very significant costs that
we all bear as a society, and this is why
I think it is very important that we
continue to pursue the resolution of
this situation. We ask the tobacco
companies to carry their fair share.

I was curious to hear a little more, if
it fits the rest of the gentleman’s com-
ments, about what the State of New
Mexico has done about the monies from
the settlement. You talked about Cali-
fornia, but I am interested in how we
can reduce the size of these statistics
that I have just shared.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Colorado for his comments. The State
of New Mexico is planning to get about
$1.2 billion under the master settle-
ment. That is the largest civil settle-
ment in the State of New Mexico. The
way that this settlement was worked
out, it will flow in over 25 years. We do
not have all $1.2 billion at this time.
We are getting smaller amounts, and
they balloon up over time.

Mr. Speaker, let me talk about some
of the proposals that were out there
and then what they are actually doing
now, and maybe we can get into a dis-
cussion on that. First of all, the public
health community came forward, many
of these cancer doctors, the oncologists
came forward, and the American Can-
cer Society and the American Lung So-
ciety, all of them came forward and
said, we need to work on specifically
how we spend these dollars.

They came up with what I thought
were some very good recommendations.
First of all, we could start a trust fund.
One of the best recommendations, and
I was very supportive of this and
worked with my legislature, set up a
trust fund and try to get the trust fund
to the level that it was way up there in
dollars so we could then use the prin-
cipal rather than using the capital. If
you took a lot of this money and put it
into a trust fund, then there could be a
perpetual flow of money to deal with
the tobacco issues.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, so the gentleman is suggesting to
treat it as an endowment for our chil-
dren’s future, and direct the return and
the interest off the endowment into
these efforts, and it would be a very
conservative way to proceed, and that
would ensure that those monies were
there into perpetuity for use of citizens
in the gentleman’s home State?

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman is correct. And
what we were trying to do in recom-
mending some kind of trust fund was
to say these issues are not going away.
The tobacco companies are advertising,
and they are still out there. We pre-
vented them from targeting kids, but
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